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HSNTH SI^WS xifWi^ 

26 *Tt3, 2003 

a. ^hO(^/ 7/2003- ^H^. ~ WWT 3TfMwr, 1963 (1963^138) 48 ^RT T^T VTf^f ^ 

q^TH ' yH IT% ^$>5* Tf^T TT mRmF 0 ! ^ Tpft3TT Uci^SKi 

^VII^K ^ ^TT11 


HPTcTI 7T. tfftrc*Fft/7/2003«^H^ 


^rra (€rft€\) 


anfcns 


sn%wr 

(nr*, 2003 * 17# fen qrffcr) 

Zf? HTOoTT c^ffatf^T FfTT 3KT % nFS« cfeR ^ prefect ’’Tf^TFT ^RTT' Tpftal % 
fcor strict a^erra ^ n«rf£rcT # 1 

2.1 ^fT ^ fenfa 20 ftrcftr?, 2002 ^ cfW^t % wtt^t ^ ^ atfen *TftcT foui 

«TT | a?T^T 3 ^rf^RT <W^llf % IfTCI Hlfa4Vyi»| 3 ?TF HFTT f^> ^ftR ^ Wfafe % 3FcPfcT ^ft^rT 

fer*TT vJTFTT vjf^TcT &TT 5?rferq WT7 ^FF^cT ^TET % tiTC 7£e3> ^7 4 4ftc|cf*1 n# f^T I rT^TTft, 

grfay % czrrTR/nRTrara % Mftnm ntrr emm fa*nm 3 ^rrfcft ^ wterft *Tcft/3TfrTftrff ferfto f^rfcT ^ 

3 cRpTR 7cT7 *7 3?TOT7 57 3»t WJFT 3.78PJ57 ^TT *T5 % fcHT ‘mR*-I m 5p5FfT' f^wfftcT ^ £1 

sre>R ^ mcT ^ WTPT A Tsren fo €rit€\ 3 £5 *r tft meft ^art 3 cpfcmT £, armre ^ 

^ MRetcf^ f fsFTT % fen? **fT M^HI^l ^ VtW^l ^ n$ t\ 


909 GI/2003 


(1) 







2.2 3 ^ ^kmart ft f, ft ^skr ^ *rff 

f^n «n s^rftrrr ?wt wfonftft tfkrm nkrn <rt 4*3 ^tft ^ mra 4*r^ dan'wrier men 

3T5RTra JR^d 4*rft ddTF ft) n^ aft | 

3-1 ftdft f*^5i ftrfftftF (^an^rer) ft mRhi«i ^e ft> dF£ ?kt eft tefftr m* ft nF ^pfm 

* IT * T * fa mn srfcrmf meft tert^f ^r «r«l qfR mr faeto? qft (01 arter ft 31 nift 2001) t, ark *rft kn t at mn 
Rf^TFI ftftTdT fafftn mf ft oTT^ ?kft ? 

3.2 f* .ft, ^ fam *n t^jt * fa ftftfa 1 aritar, 2002 ft cfa? tft^r ^ nkrm ft> <p h M< h 

^ ^ 20 aRfW. 2002 % *ta «Ri 4*R * nkwr tr ^ * 

^ **". w f^rxfrn mf 2002-03 4* 5Rd *, at ter 'ten' fctertea ftrfir ft cte 
31 nrft, 2003 ft> ftfa ^rmfeRT mfq? mr qrfteT q | g^e» mr ft ^ ^fhru, Btm l nF ftt^deeter fam w 

t fa fadfa 1 ^ftcT, 2002 ftdTfad dTeT ft> qRHJUJ 4>t dupm mRh|U| ^ nkrdT ft> HWl! ?tft lift dT#® ft ftq 

tJic^cqj 47 % vjfad 7d7 ft) ffttlRuj qft vTT^ft I 

3.3 *q*cf|qjx»M ft> Hc^TK ft, fttfttftt ft ^F vicfttti fam $ fa qRni»l ^ qfa dl Tjarf ^q ft te* 19 

3Tt^«R, 2002 ft PT^TTcft Ft ticneft t, cTCTT nfaq4 ftft 4(R-+flfoq>n*4 4* 3faf f anftm ft> 4FnfcmSH 4?) dlftfeJ 
^ ^ <rt i sw 4 5*rt snRro^t * fim mj w k ! I*w ^ w^tw swr Tuftran Pntfg 

cTfilci ^ 5<f ftr=rfe 19 3T^JR. 2002 Hc^ ai^iiMI *> 18 to <<1Wi irtamt % qn ^l^uw % 
ap^ftmT ^r ar^ttr f^rr 11 

.0 

4.1 FfT HTftr^T FM WR cTtn % f^f eTPJ, ^ nf ' qRHl»l ^ q^Hl ' ^ ^t?RT % feR 

^ mRrmr 11 ^ arn^ft mfa<w 4' f^rf^atrf mt f^m t > 

(i) WFTT^T *i«Uii ^ ^ mRhIUJ ^ ^HT mt % f^r qy ^jqzft^T^' ^ 

3ift ^ ^ w&m tnMRTanjfqd ^ mt ’anR^ ?ren *gRrm' ^ft ^ 3Pvrf?T 

mftfer ft*? mr ar^ar ft>m in, vteft tr wftm fH md ■*&*$ ?ren mftf ^ wr 4 
^R^i u i ^ % ftn? ft^ft viM^Tbi eft ark ^ ^ ^ ani * 

(«) ^qWart FRT ft*? qie) nRTRTTrf % fftET ^ Flftra^T gRT RfErfRcT mRh IPT IgF zrlofH I 

nana fat* ^ f\ wrftm gq*iW>iatf fm ftncT 3 mrf ^ q ftar i ftici nmrmcT RiHcid t :-, 

- (efra F=r ^f) 

^ WtrifeTd 4>1^c(l d*JT 

1999- 2000 3.50 35.54 

2000- 2001 4.03 ' 56.58 

2001- 2002 5.42* 51.95 

(’") ^ v?e^3 ftjqi T RTT t ftj qtfft aTTETR F? 3 <pt^ nR^cf-l ^3TT t, ftR qRniuj EJF q l ^H l 

^ ^iftici c[cf*iM qfft<D yidiqid mr 50% #i wrffeid ^mWiaiT frt qRar i ftid f^? 

mft mfnPT mftm nidimd mr 50% qRniuj nkm q ft^eMd i ^ iaftTdu^t ti 
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?rf mfazm xj^tm xR^jsfhm tpr t j*fa? ^ tR xmftmatf A> Azmz 

^ % grrcta ^PT^cT^^ti^nf^zTF w£4)413tt3 A hf ^ ft?t * fa xpft tott 
cts^t tfhR zr^z Afafa) A ^ HTHfarnf A 3 t. ^rfeTT rr *rmfW % f*R trfarm 

XR^ WT 4 RR; foxy HTJ, xjprfo 3TRT WTXTrf % fa? 5R£RP <P*ft HFtft tftfttf ZZ WRm ctf^TcT» 
«TTl 

(iii) AAA€\ ^ hf 4t vjwI< a ftnn # ft> ffiffenp^r 3 3^ j^rra % hw frt zifaci 

aiwnto *ft *f**rfcm zx Rrtt £i f*t A *rxpr frt fay a? 4tfa wft fa&T fa 

ffrfawr ^rf^fmcT wjfct>T tpt an^rfaRT *ffaR h $ ^jr refa? frt xsrfaor 3T«rfard 

wtl cWTfa trtH ^IRrf ffRT itffcoT JT^P Sfaft ^RffTcf tR fajfa 

^ ^ ^ JTTfWi 'HIHl-q tRpRf jrfaHT 3?XRTT^ H$f tfcfRt f | A> 

5R^ fawA 'fRitcpr <Pi4cff^ % xfom gmft ^mftrat tR trf^Rr yz ^ faxy 

XJTT4 tft xy^ faftre HPT *ft, X3ft tfxftft 5RT 4if % foxy TR cT T f cf ci H ft HTxn T£F eft fRf 

^ «ftl wt f^fo 3, HF <J>FHT <ffa Htf * fa gyftR <pRR^ f^T ^ ^ ^ 

STTHT 5RT fatft 3RH HTHc* A JR^cT fa? HXy aTWTTxfaf tR apErfar $ | ^Hfoxy ‘t^ ^ 

t fa <FftR WWtz tR trf^TRT ^Z ^ fa? ZifA ZZ fafa cZffopm XJtpJfaj % ^ ^jr 

7RT XJTTft AAA "HFeft fa£?T cf>T XJccRFT H^f ^R?TT I - ^ 

(iv) f\tt) A z tf 4t xyster f^rr # f^> vRhri ^z ^rt % ^ f^tr »nA A xj4 ^ttf nff 

?ft H^l tTf^TRT ^ HttFRT HHEft ^ tR flRTR 6 X3JH, 2002 H^tP ^ fW W XTR^fJ 

“4 M ntxjRT % ?m czr> g5t i rranf^r hf xp^jR f^TT t?n?n # 

^ Tf^rm wz % f^m tR ^rerf h^, h g?ftR ^RT^^ ct«it tR ^ ^ 7 ^ yR H i » i 

^Z HttJRT % sqM' tR t » 

(v) ^tfte) A hf 'ivAw ffrm t f^> Afarm 4 fterfftcr %xt tr q fiyfp i (^«r) frt 

^TX# XTFc^ WlMri f^xy \3TT tjf ( F^fcR HF <j)«HI 3TRifat) VR^I^f ^ A <P1P R Ft 

?T%rft j vfanfo HFc^ ^ft^)RT xsn ^>T t 1^> <4)vHr A JT^xP HRR) cT^f t ^T«|T HF HTcTRTTcT % 
AzA rTftn ^ i HTcrqRftx^ fa? Rr^RT tR 3TTETrfar Htf[ 1 1 HF H^STHT tRPT % JPJ^r 
VJH^TDTST! g?t ^f?T ^ H?n Tf5t h4 t \ ^T 3T«f 3 f ^IF ?T Hrfd j ^ grRrfap 

HTcTRTRT STTcpf^cT Z?fA Z]A\ MRhRI ^Z Afam p f^R ^RHt % feR gntfl^T tpp ?prpfR 
HTF^) 3r^4t t\ 

5^ JTTf^RR A RrfTTH zA A xpetcft A fa? A\Afa\ zA ZWA ft 0F HTF ^T WT ^ f^T t\ 
^ttfM\ A RrtRT 4 3T3^cT, 2003 cR> ^ ^PPTRTRt ^ 5RcTR SR^cT ^ «TT*cTRRT RpJT 1 1 

HF 4t 3TT^RRT f^ZJT t fa cfF^ftR ZF^T^Z cT«TT fafrfa % XR ^f%?T ^T*ft XpRnt % fcR vRh I » I 
^tvRTT ?p?n mA tR RrW RRTR ^faTT-l x^ mRhR I ^Z Afam mzA HRRTf xr. 

3TmTfar t cRTT A RRc^xjt 3TT£TTfaT SRtTTcT elM ^T an^RRf faw t tft TTlf^Rr ^ fazfa 

20 faci'*jy, 2002 A> arr^r frt ^ g5t yRni»i ^z Afam zft 31 Href, 2003 ?r> TTHTcft rstt 
tFTHT HHxT 1 1 f^HT^ 1 3T$eT, 2003 ^ mRhRI 1$Z 4)vHI RP; H#f #4t, d^M^id 

rF*TT ^TtR tR ^hntejH xj4 W?[cHT 4 h | 

S*r AzA A, HF EHTH AA Arm t f^> tfHxftaTT^fft xT&JT ^h 441 4 «ft HF ^ ft^)R fezn # f^j vJH^t 

HTHcn arFERf A t^A qfaTTR A T{fa ^ v\ ?rz>A\ ti hf A\ rfW) % ^ 

^tiRTT ?T«-TT HTcTTHTcT H^eft cT^ ^ 31^ HsF^fft JPTTH T t Rdl 1 1 


In (.H||).|||<I|I Nl'P'M 
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(Vi) 5*555 % WTl fft>7 55ft % Tfcft ft, 557*5) 3.2 ft Am ^ xfUiu i f^c w 

. tn I 5)1 3RJ7*5 # ft) 75HI-555I fTT Ml(w5«u| JpT5T Mlfta STTftVT ftfteisf* 55T5 ft 551J 5 

ftnr 75T7I fftft 57 75*ft*5>7VT % 3P|757 57 ftJTctsft JWI5 ^ 5HT >rt» 5ft vi< #| 5W ^ JJf 
tel=T^ltfc (5*55>fel5) STTftVT ft) 5>T5f--555 5ft ftrft-T It 55Tf*T5 iftft 5Tft ft*ra 
<I)l<‘ll ft* 5T55J55! 5V A 4? ft) 5*51 F*ft I 55175* % 5f*555 55* 5T5ft % ftl5 55) 7J7575 fttfftj 5ft 
: OTEJT7 5T5ft 5ft. A 5F 755ft<MU| ft5I 551 #1 fTT Hlf*f557Vl 5171 5f*555 7J5 5*355 5ft 

ft5Jra ftnft) 31 JTTSf, 2003 55) emj, Tift 55ft 5ft 575 ft_fftrf*5 5ft 3Timft5 A#I -ft 3prftt 
5TT5ftT5im 73* ft* # I fffftnj 51Tftl357VT 5 F ftTErfftcl 55775 #."fft> 5*5151 % 555^555 5ft 5R7Tft55 
fclftl ft 31 5Tft, 2003 55) 5ft araftr ft) 3*715 SPjqiTTTI: q ftqiur 3T1517 57 75T37 55=75^5 5S-H 

Arft ft) 3T33J555 ft 7J5 ft* 557, 3ft 5Fft ftlf 57 75*ft *3)< u | ft) 3Tfftr555VI ft rift) I 

♦ 

cT&Tj vJM^ ^fr ^ tfR. fcr&TR-fa*rcf % 3TTETR ^R . 

(i) ft^TTO 20 ftRfW. 2002 % Ttf 3TT^T % £RT ^R cWT *P=fa * fatf *J*i tj$ 

VftHRl WZ ^PfT tffcft tfWhft % ?TcM #| 

(ii) ^r T&RRiz CT2TT % far* fWrm qfWi wz 31 *ntf. 2003 cre> jpncft ^rft i 

(Hi) 31 TTTEf, 2003 cR> HtvJPTT % frWT % fcTV ZJ^RTT % mfiy wf^cr 

^srrjqRT Mf^rm otttj i 


^ ?T. MfPlWK, 3TSq$r 
[■M. fo?ii Hl/HI/I V/143/02 -'3TOPTRW] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
Mumbai, the 26th March, 2003 


No. TAMP/7/2003-TPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal from the Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) for 
review of the volume discount scheme on copper concentrate and coal as in the Order appended hereto. 
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_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 

Case No. TAft/IP/7/2003 - TPf 

The Tuticorin Port Trust - Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 17th day of March 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) for. 
review of the volume discount schemes introduced for Copper concentrate and coal. 

2.1. This Authority had passed an Order on 20 September 2002 in the general revision 

case of the TPT. This Authority for the reasons stated in that Order, held that the 

classification of Copper Concentrate under the specific entry was in order; and, therefore, the 
wharfage rate for the specific item of Copper Concentrate was not changed. Nevertheless, in view 
of the volume of traffic of copper concentrate and in view of financial surplus position reflected in the 
cost statement, a volume discount scheme'was prescribed for this item keeping the base rate at the 
existing level. Likewise, a volume discount scheme for coal was also introduced without disturbing 
the basic wharfage rate bearing in mind the fact that coal is a major commodity handled at the TPT. 

2.2. Since the SPIC, another major user of the TPT, had not suggested anything 
concrete with supporting details, the TPT and the SPIC were advised to examine the issue of 
introducing volume discounts and, to come up, preferably, with an agreed proposal. 

3.1. M/s. Sterlite Industries Limited (SIL) have sought clarification about the date of 
application of the volume discount scheme as to whether the date per annum means financial year 
of the port i.e. 1 April to 31 March 2001 and if so whether the volume discount is applicable for the 
current financial year. 

3.2. In this regard, it has been clarified that the quantity of copper concentrate handled 
from 1 April 2002 till the effective date of implementation of the volume discount scheme i.e. 20 
October 2002 will be liable to pay wharfage charges as per the pre-revised Scale of Rates; only the 
quantity of copper concentrate handled from the date of implementation of the scheme upto 31 
March 2003 will be eligible for the rebate in wharfage rate insofar as the financial year 2002-03 is 
concerned. It has also been pointed out that the quantity of cargo handled since 1 April 2002 will be 
reckoned with to determine the appropriate slab of wharfage rate payable from the date of 
implementation of the volume discount scheme. 

3 3. In response to our clarification, the TPT has pointed out that the volume discount 

scheme in its .entirety can be effective only from 19 October 2002; and, the terminology per annum 
means a running year from the date of implementation of the Order. In this back drop, it has 
requested this Authority to review the clarification offered; and, approve the implementation of the 
volume discount schemes with effect from 19 October 2002 to 18 October of the each following year 
pending a decision on its review petition. 

4.1. The TPT has also filed a petition for review of the volume discount scheme 

introduced by this Authority for copper concentrate and coal. The TPT has made the following main 
points in its review petition: 

(i). There was no proposal from the port or the users for introduction of volume discount 
scheme as a part of general revision exercise. The SIL had requested for 
classification of copper concentrate under ‘Ores and Mineral’; in respect of coal and 
coke handled at the jetty there was no representation from any user for volume 
discount. 



(H). 


The volume discount scheme prescribed by the Authority is not realistic with respect 
to the traffic handled by the said users. The traffic handled by the concerned users 
for the past'three years are as follows: 


Year 

Copper Concentrate 

Coal and coke handled 
through coal iettv. 

1999-2000 

3.50 

35.54 

2000-2001 

4.03 

56.58 

2001-2002 

5.42 

51.95 


(hi)- It has pointed out that though the base rate Isr not altered, the volume chosen for 
introductiorrof volume discount scheme is 50% of the current annual traffic handled. 
It is not appropriate to pick up 50% of the current year traffic handled by the 

respective users while envisaging the volume discount scheme. 


(iv) . Volume discount should be offered on the incremental volume during a particular 

year or over the highest volume handled in the past, three years. 

(v) . If the Authority had advised the TPT to introduce a volume discount scheme, the 

port would have come out with a suitable proposal which is mutually agreeable to 
the port and the users. Such an advice would also not be very appropriate if similar 
advice has not been rendered by the Authority to the other Ports as well. 


(vi). While other ports {like the Mormugao Port) have-been rewarded for showing better 
productivity, the Tuticorin port has been penalised despite improving its productivity 

i6V6lSi * 


(vii). In view of the above points, the Authority is requested to review the sliding rates 
prescribed for copper concentrate and coal and coke handled at the coal jetty and 
issue a speaking order after giving an opportunity of hearing. 

4 2 The TPT has further clarified that since the traffic handled by the SPIC has been 

volatile and as there is no increase in the volume of cargo handled by the SPIC, volume discount 
scheme need not be introduced for the cargo handled by the SPIC. It has also agreed to submit 
shortly a detailed calculation about keeping the tariffs at existing level or to increase/decrease the 
existing tariff wherever warranted after considering the current income and expenditure figures, 
impact of income tax for traffic throughput estimated for the years 2002-03 and 2003-04. 


A copy of the proposal was forwarded to various concerned users/representative 
bodies of port users for comments. The comments received from the various users'/ representative 
bodies of port users were forwarded to the TPT as feed back information. 

5 - 2 -. . A J°* nt hearing in this case was held on 5 February 2003 at the TPT premises. At 

the joint hearing, the TPT and the port users have made their submissions. 


The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpts of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be available 
in our website (www.tamp.nic.in). 

6 - With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the 

case, the following position emerges: „ 

(i). Scrutiny of the financial / cost position of the TPT as a part of the proceeding 
relating to the last general revision of tariffs at the TPT revealed a revenue surplus 
position. This Authority, however, found that it would be reasonable to allow the 
TPT a six months’ time to propose reduction in tariff instead of effecting a suo motu 
reduction. Notwithstanding this decision, volume discount schemes for Copper 
Concentrate and coal were introduced bearing in mind the fact that the traffic of 
these two commodities form major share at the TPT. 
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The TPT has now alleged that the scheme introduced discriminates users and the 
approach adopted discriminates between ports. This Authority has always 
advocated for uniformity in the concepts and principles applied for tariff setting 
across different ports. The concept of volume discount scheme is not perceived 
only in the concept of the TPT. This Authority has introduced (even suo motu) 
volume discount schemes at other major ports also. That being so, the question of 
this Authority discriminating between ports does not arise at all. 

Likewise, there is no reason why this. Authority which stresses on user orientation 
should discriminate between users. As has been correctly pointed out by the 
AICCI, coal and copper concentrate are the major commodities handled at the 
TPT; and, therefore, volume discounts for them were introduced in the first instance 
pending the TPT proposing a reduction in tariff for other cargo.. 

The TPT has also pointed out that this Authority has clubbed its proposal with an 
individual representation filed by the Sterlite. In view of the policy direction given 
by the Government about this Authority not entertaining representations from 
individual users, the case relating to the representation filed by the .Sterlite was 
closed. The direction issued by the Government, however, does not restrain this 
Authority to follow the -usual consultation process before deciding the tariff 
proposals filed by the port trusts. In the proceeding relating to the last general 
revision of tariff at the TPT, there was a specific demand from the Sterlite for 
introduction of volume discounts Tor raw materials in line with the volume discounts 
proposed by the. TPT to be allowed on wheat. That being so, it is not correct to say 
that the introduction of volume discounts for copper concentrate is based on a 
representation filed by the Sterlite in some other case. It is, therefore, clear that the 
decision to introduce volume discounts for copper concentrate does not violate the 
policy direction issued by the Govt about individual users. 

The TPT has also pointed out that it was not consulted before the volume discount 
scheme was introduced. The issue relating to volume discount scheme was 
considered at the joint hearing held on 6 June 2002 when the TPT expressed its 
view against such schemes. It is, however, to be admitted that the discussion at 
the joint hearing was on the principle of volume discounts and not on the exact 
details of the volume discount schemes introduced for copper concentrate and 
coal. 

The TPT has now pointed out that the volumes prescribed in the schemes have 
been achieved by the concerned users long ago and, therefore, the schemes may 
not be useful in attracting additional volumes. As has been admitted earlier, the 
parameters used in the schemes are ad hoc and not based on any careful analysis 
of the traffic pattern and growth. The schemes have been introduced with the 
intention of providing relief to the two major users of the port. In that sense, the 
scheme is not really a volume discount scheme with the objective of attracting 
additional traffic but more of a graded wharfage schedule for these cargo. 

This Authority has already allowed six months’ time to the TPT to propose 
reduction in the existing rates. The TPT has assured that it will come up with a 
proposal within the stipulated time limit allowed upto 4 April 2003. It has also made 
an assurance that it will specially consider introducing volume discount schemes 
for all cargo including the rates for copper concentrate and coal. Since the volume 
discount scheme introduced is based on ad hoc parameters and the TPT has 
assured to come up with a well analysed proposal, it is found reasonable to allow 
the volume discount schemes introduced vide this Authority’s Order dated 20 
September 2002 to operate till 31 March 2003. Since the volume discount 
schemes will not be in operational from T April 2003, the pre-revised wharfage 
rates will apply to coal and copper concentrate thereafter. 
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In this context, it is noteworthy that the SPIC and TNEB have also admitted that 
their volumes may not go up due to capacity constraints. This also bolster the TPT 
argument relating to volume discount scheme and traffic growth. 

(vi). With reference to the applicability of the scheme, a clarification was earlier issued 
as detailed in paragraph 3.2 above. The TPT has requested that no retrospective 
effect should generally be given to the Order passed by this Authority. The 
clarification given does not reduce the rates retrospectively. It has been 

categorically mentioned that only the cargo handled from the date of 
Implementation of the impugned Order will be eligible for the rebate in wharfage 
rate. This clarification has been given with an idea to adopt a convenient financial 
year basis for measuring the voiume of cargo. With the decision to allow the 
volume discount schemes to operate oniy upto 31 March 2003, the issue relating to 
financial year-wise volumes has lost its relevance. The rebate in wharfage for 
copper concentrate and coal should, therefore, be allowed by taking pro-rata 
volumes for the period from the original date of implementation of the scheme upto 
31 March 2003 in supersession of the clarification earlier given. 

7 . In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority decides as follows: 

(i) . The argument of the TPT for a review of the volume discount schemes for copper 

concentrate and thermal coal introduced vide eariier Order dated 20 September 
2002 carries some force. 

(ii) . The existing volume discount schemes for copper concentrate and coal will operate 

upto 31 March 2003. 

(iii) . For regulating the scheme upto 31 March 2003, pro-rata voiume handled from the 

original date of implementation of the scheme should be reckoned with. 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[No. AD VT/IMV/143/02-Exty.] 
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